REMARKS 

Claims 1-8, 10-14 and 16-18 are pending in this application. Independent claims 1 and 10 
are amended above to incorporate the limitations of several dependent claims. Claims 9, 15 and 19 
have been cancelled from the application. Moreover, claim 6 is amended to define the core first 
aperture as a shaped aperture. Finally, the dependency of claim 7 and 16-17 have been amended to 
account for the above identified claim amendments. 

The examiner's claim rejections are overcome or they are traversed as set forth below. 

I. THE 1 12, 1 st PARAGRAPH REJECTION OF CLAIMS 9 AND 18 

The examiner rejected claims 9 and 18 under 35 USC §112, 1 st paragraph for allegedly 
failing to disclose "a bottle closure comprising the shell second end with both a closed end and an 
aperture". 

The specification at page 8, lines 12-13 discloses a shell 30 having a second end that 
includes an optional aperture 36. A shell including an aperture is also shown in Figure 3D. Figure 
3B shows a shell 30 without an optional aperture. These specification citations demonstrate that the 
specification does disclose a shell second end with both a closed end and an open aperture. For this 
reason, the examiner's rejection of claims 9 and 18 under the first paragraph of 35 USC §112 
should be withdrawn. 

H. THE 112, 2 nd PARAGRAPH REJECTION OF CLAIM 7 

The examiner rejected claim 8 under 35 USC 112, 2 nd paragraph for having an indefinite 
dependency. 

This rejection has been overcome by amending claim 7 to depend upon claim 6. 

III. TRAVERSE OF THE ANTICIPATION REJECTION 

The examiner rejected claims 1-19 for anticipation by one or more of the following prior art 
references - Ames Re 34,227 (Claims 1-4, 9-13 and 18); Cros USP 2,940,629 (Claims 1-5 and 10- 
14); and Hwang et al. WO 02/83515 (Claims 1-4, 6-8, 10-13, 15-17 and 19. 

Claim 1 is amended above to include features from claims 6 and 9. This amendment 
renders moot the examiners anticipation rejection of claims 1-4 and 9 over Ames, the examiner's 
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anticipation rejection of claims 1-5 over Cros, and the examiner's anticipation rejection of claims 1- 
4 and 6-8 over Hwang et al. 

Claim 10 is amended above to include features of claims 15 and 19. This amendment has 
renders moot the examiner's anticipation rejection of claims 9-13 and 18 over Ames, the Examiners 
anticipation rejection of claims 10-14 over Cros, and the examiner's anticipation rejection of claims 
10-13, 15-17 and 19 over Hwang et al. 



In view of the arguments and amendments presented above, it is believed that pending 
application claims 1-8, 10-14 and 16-18 are in a condition for allowance. Favorable 
reconsideration and allowance of all pending application claims is courteously solicited. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 




McDonnell boehnen 
hulbert & berghoff 



Dated: September 13, 2005 



A. Blair Hughes 
Reg. No. 32,901 
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